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DETAILED ACTION 
Allowable Subject Matter 

1. The indicated allowability of claims 1-6 and 13-18 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Ogawa et al. (U.S. Patent 6,333,802 Bl), Henderson et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,670,962), Robertson (U.S. Patent 6,601,164 Bl) and Williams et al. (U.S. Patent 6,384,948 
Bl). Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 7 recites "indica" in 
line 18 of the claim. It should read "indicia". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 2-5 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. Claim 2 recites "data rate 
and lock encoder" in line 9 of the claim. However, the instant specification does not teach a 
"data rate and lock encoder" in the transmitter. Instead, instant specification teaches in FIG. 1 a 
"data rate and level encoder" 22. 
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Similarly, claim 15 recites "data rate and lock encoder" in line 1 1 of the claim. However, 
the instant specification does not teach a "data rate and lock encoder" in the transmitter. Instead, 
instant specification teaches in FIG. 1 a "data rate and level encoder" 22. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

7. Claim 16 recites the limitation "said visible indicia" in line 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102.that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. . Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ogawa et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,333,802 Bl). 

Ogawa et al. discloses in FIG. 3 an optical fiber video transmission system comprising an 
optical transmitter 3 for receiving a video signal from coaxial cable 2. Ogawa et al. teaches in 
FIG. 4 details of the optical transmitter comprising a cable equalizer 10, a clock generator 1 1, an 
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E/O converter 13 and fiber cable 4. Ogawa teaches in col. 4, lines 5-6 to use laser for the E/O 
converter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,333,802 Bl) in view of Henderson et al. (U.S. Patent 5,670,962) and Robertson (U.S. 
Patent 6,601,164 Bl). 

Ogawa et al. has been discussed above in regard to claim 1. The differences between 
Ogawa et al. and the claimed invention are (a) Ogawa et al. does not teach power regulator and 
(b) Ogawa et al. does not teach power-on indicator. However, it is well known in the art to use 
power regulator for providing a stable electrical voltage to electronic components. For example, 
Henderson et al. teaches in FIG. 2 to use a power regulator to convert 12-volt power and 
generate a 5-volt power for a transceiver. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching Henderson et al. with the video transmission system of 
Ogawa et al. because a regulator provides stable electrical voltage to electronic components and 
eliminates noise caused by fluctuation in power source. Thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a regulator for providing a 
stable power supply, as taught by Henderson et al., in the video transmission system of Ogawa et 
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al. because a regulator provides stable electrical voltage to electronic components and eliminates 
noise caused by fluctuation in power source. 

The modified video transmission system of Ogawa et al. and Henderson et al. still fails to 
teach power-on indicator. However, the use of light on front panel for indicating various statuses 
is well known in the art. For example, Robertson teaches in FIG. 3 and col. 4, lines 4 power-on 
indicator 301 . One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teaching of Robertson with the modified video transmission system of Ogawa et al. and 
Henderson et al. because status indicator allows user to understand the operation condition of 
equipment and guides user in operating the equipment. Thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include power-on indicator, as 
taught by Robertson, in the modified video transmission system of Ogawa et al. and Henderson 
et al. because status indicator allows user to understand the operation condition of equipment and 
guides user in operating the equipment. 

12. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,333,802 Bl) in view of Williams et al. (U.S. Patent 6,384,948 Bl). 

Ogawa et al. has been discussed above in regard to claim 1 . Ogawa et al. further teaches 
in FIG. 3 optical receiver 5 and coaxial cable 6. The difference between Ogawa et al. and the 
claimed invention is that Ogawa et al. does not teach details of the receiver. Williams et al. 
teaches in FIG. 3 an optical receiver comprising a clock recovery module 42 for synchronizing 
the received data. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teaching of Williams et al. with the optical transmission system of Ogawa et al. because the 
receiving circuit of Williams et al. supports high data rate. Thus it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the receiving circuit of 
Williams et al. in the optical transmission system of Ogawa et al. because the receiving circuit of 
Williams et al. supports high data rate. 

13. Claims 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa 
et al and Williams et al. as applied to claim 13 above, and further in view of Henderson et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,670,962) and Robertson (U.S. Patent 6,601,164 Bl). 

Ogawa et al. and Williams et al. have been discussed above in regard to claim 13. The 
differences between Ogawa et al. and Williams et al. and the claimed invention are (a) Ogawa et 
al. and Williams et al. do not teach power regulator and (b) Ogawa et al. and Williams et al. do 
not teach a power-on indicator. However, it is well known in the art to use power regulator for 
providing a stable electrical voltage to electronic components. For example, Henderson et al 
teaches in FIG. 2 to use a power regulator to convert 12-volt power and generate a 5-volt power 
for a transceiver. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teaching Henderson et al. with the modified video transmission system of Ogawa et al and 
Williams et al. because a regulator provides stable electrical voltage to electronic components 
and eliminates noise caused by fluctuation in power source. Thus it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a regulator for providing 
a stable power supply, as taught by Henderson et al., in the modified video transmission system 
of Ogawa et al. and Williams et al. because a regulator provides stable electrical voltage to 
electronic components and eliminates noise caused by fluctuation in power source. 

The modified video transmission system of Ogawa et al., Williams et al. and Henderson 
et al. still fails to teach power-on indicator. However, the use of light on front panel for 
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indicating various statuses is well known in the art. For example, Robertson teaches in FIG. 3 
and col. 4, lines 4 power-on indicator 301. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching of Robertson with the modified video transmission system of 
Ogawa et al., Williams et al. and Henderson et al. because status indicator allows user to 
understand the operation condition of equipment and guides user in operating the equipment. 
Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include power-on indicator, as taught by Robertson, in the modified video transmission 
system of Ogawa et al., Williams et al. and Henderson et al. because status indicator allows user 
to understand the operation condition of equipment and guides user in operating the equipment. 

Regarding claim 16, Robertson teaches in FIG. 3 a plurality of LEDs 301-31 1 for 
indicating various operating conditions of the system. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

14. Claims 2-5 and 15 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

15. Claims 7 and 9-12 are allowed. 

16. Claims 17-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shi K. Li whose telephone number is 571 272-3031. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on 571 272-3022. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



ski 

1 February 2005 




M. R. SEOIGHIAN 
PRIMARY EXAMINPP 



